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PERSPECTIVES ON DEVELOPMENT
OUTLINE
• The Concern for and Concept of “Development” 
• Modernization and Economic Growth Perspectives and their Critics 
• Marxism, Neo-Marxism, and Dependency Approaches 
• The Counterpoint and Eco-Development Perspectives 
• Integral Human Development and Integral Ecology
THE CONCERN FOR AND CONCEPT OF “DEVELOPMENT” 
• Is the concern for development old or new?  
Where do we locate this kind of interest in the social sciences? 
• Why is the field of Development Studies associated with the “Third 
World”? Where do we locate the emergence of this distinctive (sub)-field?
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• Concern for development as broad and rapid social transformation – as old 
as the social sciences themselves 
• Awareness of and concern for the “new nations” or “Third World” and the 
need for a distinct field of study to address this phenomenon dates back only 
to the post WW II period (decolonization).




















Hirschman, A. (1981) The Rise and Decline of Development Economics
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MODERNIZATION AND ECONOMIC GROWTH PERSPECTIVES AND THEIR CRITICS
• Historical context: Decolonization and the Cold War 
• Preoccupation with the “new nations”; agenda was to present the 
“Western” model of development; anti-communism 






Framework: Tradition-modernity dichotomy of classical sociology 
• Point of reference: the “West” = “modern” 
• Underdevelopment: defined in terms of observable differences between 
rich and poor countries; or differences in geographical regions or 
sectors within countries 
• Task: to identify the endogenous “barriers” or “blockages” to 
development 
• But optimistic about possibilities for modernization
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Summary of Arguments 
• Development as evolutionary process, not involving irreconcilable conflicts; 
harmonious, unilinear 
• No historical/structural connection between development and underdevelopment; 
separate in time and space 
• Underdevelopment as an original state of backwardness; Dualistic framework 
• Development: a process of diffusion of ‘modernity’ into ‘traditional society’ 
• Emphasis on industrialization/capitalization 




Why a reassessment? 
• Rethinking within the mainstream of Development Economics itself 
• Early optimism did not tally with historical evidence 
• Questions:  
• What is the meaning of development? 
• What are we trying to measure? 
• What are the alternative strategies of development to address poverty/
inequality?
PERSPECTIVES ON DEVELOPMENT
RADICAL CRITIQUES OF MODERNIZATION THEORY
• Ahistorical vs. historical analysis 
• Dualism vs. structuralism 
• Ethnocentricism vs. Third Worldism/nationalism 
• Conservatism vs. revolutionary perspective and agenda 
• Developmental optimism vs. pessimism/ liberationist approach
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STRUCTURALISM VS. NEOCLASSICAL ECONOMICS
Summary of Arguments 
• Rejection of “Monoeconomics claim” (economic theory as singular and universal) 
• Proposed to deal with a historically and structurally distinct “general case” as opposed 
to neoclassical and Keynesian economics (Seers: “limitations of the special case”) 
• Structuralism: economic processes, especially development, cannot be left to market 
forces because of historical and structural impediments 
• Unless corrected through systematic state intervention, the situation continually 
breeds inefficiencies and inequalities– both domestic and international 
• Focus on persistent poverty, social and sectoral inequalities, unequal trade relations
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NEOLIBERALISM VS. KEYNESIAN / DEVELOPMENT ECONOMICS
• The Neoliberals attacked the assumption of a benevolent and efficient state in the 
macroeconomic and development literature.  They saw the state as an instrument of 
“rent-seeking” or “directly unproductive activities”.   
• While recognizing that markets do fail, ‘state failure was worse than market failure’.  
While the state was brought in analytically, the policy implication was to “get it out” of 
the economy These policies formed the core of the “Washington consensus”; “structural 
adjustment” policies of the 1980s 
• Political project: “markets” were equated with “freedom” 
• Neoconservatism: “free market” requires “order”
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CORE ELEMENTS OF NEOLIBERALISM OR THE “WASHINGTON CONSENSUS”
• Macroeconomic stability and austerity (lower inflation and smaller deficits): 
stabilization 
• A reduction in the economic role of the government (deregulation and 
privatization): marketization 
• Promotion of an “open economy” (removal of trade barriers and capital mobility): 
liberalization
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MARXISM, NEO-MARXISM, AND DEPENDENCY APPROACHES
• Debates on the nature and long-term effect of capitalist development and 
imperialism in the periphery 
• Neo-Marxists and Dependency thinkers also rejected the “monoeconomics 
claim” and asserted the historical distinctiveness of the periphery from the center 
arising out of colonialism. 
• Underdevelopment is not just the result of structural bottlenecks in production 
or declining terms of trade. It cannot be understood apart from the historical 
development of capitalism as a world system. 
• Neo-Marxism was a critique of modernization theory but also of the classical 
Marxist notion of capitalism as historically progressive.
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PROBLEMS / WEAKNESSES OF THE MARXIST /  NEO-MARXIST APPROACH
• Economism, functionalism, and determinism 
• A Form of Economic Nationalism 
• Did not present a viable alternative 
• Adopted a totalizing approach
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IMPLICATIONS FOR POLITICAL ANALYSIS
• Emphasis on the macro-economic level of the world capitalist system, while a contribution to 
political analysis, also marginalized the ‘political’ 
• Need to give more attention to the state as a unit of analysis, to the possibility of state policies 
that make economic development more likely and to the political context in which such 
policies may arise 
• Significance of the political level of determination; autonomy of domestic institutions and 
actors from (global) economic forces and the room for maneuver; variety of regime types and 
political consequences 
• An appreciation of the character of the maneuverings is as essential to a proper understanding 
of the nature of underdevelopment as a thorough knowledge of the chains of dependency
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METHODOLOGY TO STUDY CONCRETE SITUATIONS OF DEPENDENCY
• Rejects formalism of empirical measures of dependency 
• Critiques those who would construct an overarching theory of dependent development 
applicable to all situations 
• Approach is historical and dialectical – historical-structural approach 
• General and specific determinants (center-periphery; world capitalist system) 
• Interaction in concrete situations/political regimes 
• Associated dependent development 
• Basic trends through which capital expansion occurs and finds its limits as a 
sociopolitical process 




CHALLENGES OF GLOBALIZATION (CARDOSO 2009)
• Challenge of democratization where the very foundations are 
often weak 
• Challenge of insertion into competitive global capitalism 
• Challenge of integrating people in the social arena; to deepen 
poverty reduction and incorporate the marginalized
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THE COUNTERPOINT AND ECO-DEVELOPMENT PERSPECTIVES 
• Just like the mainstream social sciences, they also originated during the Industrial 
Revolution which both Liberals and Marxists accepted as marking the historical 
progress toward modernity. 
• Unlike the mainstream, they rejected the notion of development as linear material 
progress and conceived it as more cyclical, consistent with and respectful of the rhythm 
of nature and the whole of creation (“inner limits of the human person and outer limits 
of nature”).
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THE COUNTERPOINT AND ECO-DEVELOPMENT PERSPECTIVES 
• In both liberal and Marxist approaches to development, the community was 
sacrificed in favor of the individual/market or the collective/state. 
• The logic of productionism and consumerism in both market capitalism and 
state socialism destroyed the environment and led to unsustainable 
development. 
• The alternative sees the inherent superiority of decentralized, small-scale, and 
participatory development which values the community and the environment.
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INTEGRAL HUMAN DEVELOPMENT AND INTEGRAL ECOLOGY
• Dignity of the human person who is a relational / social being 
• Preferential option for the poor 
• Universal destination of goods 
• Stewardship 
• The common good 
• Solidarity  
• Care for our common home 
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